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ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 
Public Utility required to keep separate accounts for newly acquired 


property pending completion of State litigation. Southern California Edison 
O06 wounna dda thi iS Oe ee soleil eee le a eG 


CERTIFICATES. 

1. ALLOCATION AND SUPPLY. 

Argument that method for allocating costs in rate cases may operate to 
reduce Cooperative’s fair share of demand costs assumes inflexible applica- 
tion of allocation methods—should such fears materialize, Commission does 


not foreclose possibility of interveners raising these objections in any future 
rate case involving Northern. Northern Natural Gas Co 


2. COMPETING INTEREST. 


Argument that under Northern’s proposal jurisdictional customers who 
must operate under its tariff are precluded from competing for such sales 
on equal footing with pipeline supplier is without merit. Northern Natural 

Proposed expansion does not prejudice Coal Interests’ competitive posi- 
tion in Chicago utility market—benefits to public will outweigh any such 
possibility. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 


3. CONDITIONS. 


Commission can and will consider effect of grant of certificate for new 
sale upon rates charged existing customers and order seller [as certificate 
condition] to reduce or change its rates to such other customers, particu- 
larly where if no action were taken existing rate-payers would i1mediately 
receive less valuable service and could not secure relief until -ubsequent 
pipeline rate case. Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 

Commission rejects contention that certificate be:granted only on condi- 
tion that sale be made by Northern to one of its jurisdictional distribution 
customers for resale to industrial consumer. Northern Natural Gas Co__._- 
While not adverse to such condition (supra) in proper circumstances, Com- 
mission notes that here local distributor in area where plant will be located 
has withdrawn as party and expressed no further interest in sale, thus no 
purpose would te served ly COmgitiOm. 6 nnk o i enone 

Commission rejects contention that controlling policy requires pipeline’s 
certificate be conditioned to require renegotiation of distributor-industrial 
customer agreement to obtain ten-year, rather than five-year, no-escape- 
clause contract—whether any condition is required depends upon all facts 
and circumstances of particular case. Michigan Consolidated Gas Co_____- 

Adhering to general rule stated in Opinion No. 404, Commission requires 
written contracts for sales accounting for more than 15 percent of projected 
branchline revenues without establishing any specific terms therefor. 
DOP CITES rE FIG Bittman Ket inescbncenninditnsicienseeiientceditecacamemmaa 

Concluding that objections to alleged escape clauses in Northern-Cleve- 
land Cliffs contract do not justify denying or conditioning certificate, Com- 
mission notes such holding will not foreclose Northern’s jurisdictional 
customers from raising such objections in any future rate case. Jd 


4. Factors. 
(a) Btu Considerations. 


Rejecting contention that instant proceeding contemplated decision on 
propriety of Btu adjustment provisions in R-200 rulemaking proceeding, 
Commission concludes such determination should be:made here. Northern 
Natural Gas Co 


Page 


689 


506 


haan can Aah ile al sk 6s shen cen 282, 283 


503 


503 








1356 INDEX-DIGEST 


CERTIFICATES—Continued 
4, Factors—Continued 
(a) Btu Considerations—Continued 
Upward Btu adjustment provisions in issue are reasonably required by 
SES CU TN TC a ain eines 
Unless pipeline is in position to offer reasonable premium for higher 
Btu gas, producers will have strong economic interest to extract high Btu 
hydrocarbons therefrom before delivery. Jd__..-_-.-------------------- 
Contracts here containing upward Btu provisions are in-line—such prices 
are plus or minus appropriate Btu adjustments. Jd__-_._.__-_____---__-- 
1,000 Btu’s is the adjustment base that has gained acceptance in subject 
by any attempt to provide another base would disrupt all contracts 
Ore. Piste esl aos eee eine nal 
For purpose of issuing certificates in Hugoton-Anadarko and Texas Rail- 
road District No. 9, Commission adopts 1,000 Btu base for upward ad- 
justmenta If permitted ty contenet. 14.2.3. ncccc 
Commission requires proportional downward Btu adjustments where 
parties provide only for upward adjustment. Jd__.-_-_-----------__---- 
Transwestern’s contracts conditioned to require that in event producers 
extract higher Btu gases, measurement of Btu content for price determina- 
tion will be’ made at plant outlet. [4u..2. oni he ec dcttion ne 
Should Btu adjustment provisions ever be used in manner contrary to 
public interest, Commission can take such action as may be required. Jd__ 
(b) Economic Feasibility. 
Economics favors use by Texaco of its own gas rather than purchasing 
it from distributor in area. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp__------ 
Precedent cases establish that there is no Commission policy against ap- 
proval of proposed transportation service if it is otherwise required by 
public convenience and necessity. Jd... +n s- 
There is an element of risk involved in every certificate proceeding since 
economic feasibility of each proposal is dependent upon accuracy of market 
estimates. Here degree of risk is reasonable. Northern Natural Gas Co.__-- 
Based upon new showing of economic feasibility, Commission directs 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. under Section 7(a) of the Natural Gas 
Act to establish physical connection of its facilites wth those proposed to 
be constructed by applicant and sell natural gas to applicant. City of 
Weotmore;  Tieete i 9 i a i ae lee a el 
Evidence of record adequately establishes economic feasibility of pipe- 
line’s project. Northern Natural Gas Co... ...-...-~-.... =.=... 
Secretary’s rejection of appeal from Examiner’s ruling refusing to re- 
quire pipeline or Commission Staff to explore alternatives that would 
possibly be more economic than instant project, upheld ; passing on merits 
of petition, Commission concludes that further evidence of nature is not 
needed for decision here. Jd 


(c) End Use. 


The imposing of a condition in a permanent certificate that the pipeline 
obtain and file with the Commission reports from its distributor customers 
of monthly volumes of gas delivered to their respective customers for 
boiler fuel purposes is considered necessary and proper for end use con- 
siderations. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 


(ad) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions. 

Suggestion that guideline prices in Section 2.56(a) of Regulations neces- 
sarily constituted outer limit on prices at which producers’ sales would be 
permanently certificated, even where, as here, it is demonstrable that area 
in-line price is higher, is without merit. Northern Natural Gas Co 

(e) Market. 
Testimony and accompanying market data establishes Natural’s market 


estimates are reasonable and market exists for additional proposed service. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 


Pipeline’s unusually aggressive policy of expansion into unserved market 
areas makes benefits of natural-gas service widely available to public and 
should be encouraged. Northern Natural Gas Co 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
4. Factrors—Continued 
(f) Minimum Bill. 


Purpose of minimum bill is to make certain seller recovers sufficient 
revenues from sales to provide adequate protection. Northern Natural Gas 
Contracts providing for sale of gas at a unit price per Mcf customarily 
provide for an annual minimum as opposed to monthly minimum bill. Jd.__ 
Evidence shows that should Cooperative operate at only 75 percent load 
factor or pay only minimum annual bill, Northern would still recover an 
excess of cost of making sale, including a 614 percent rate of return. Jd__ 
There is nothing unusual or objectionable in Northern’s contract terms 
with: QeGmenetiWei Io act tt eee es ae eee 
Argument that contract with Cooperative, insofar as it grants mora- 
torium respecting effective date of annual minimum Dill, unjustly dis- 
criminates against Northern’s jurisdictional customers, is rejected; Com- 
mission notes pipeline affords utility customers similar consideration in its 
TE TR Be eve aban bake reeantae anata nce ocaeas 
(g) Pipeline Capacity. 
In past Commission frequently authorized reasonable quantities of un- 
allocated pipeline capacity. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America______-- 
Impossibility of predicting with exactitude such factors as changing 
climate cycles, population movements and economic growth make it es- 
sential that a pipeline maintain a reserve of unallocated capacity reason- 
ably enabling it to handle future unforeseen conditions. Id 
Unallocated capacity constitutes a reserve upon which pipeline’s cus- 
tomers, subject to Commission authorization, may draw to satisfy unex- 
DOUG , IE | BP inn cerrete pevenepgcttienp ing thee estaperemnee oie wat snentepeen prseaedcgn anda teteieea nae 
Total unallocated capacity of less than 1.2 percent of pipeline’s total 
transmission capacity does not constitute an unreasonable reserve, con- 
wider tiie’ Torey, Ge Tee DRONE OU, Bp a cost ee he een naan 
Natural’s storage facilities are being operated at maximum safe ca- 
pacity and its firm requirements cannot presently be satisfied from this 
source, Id 


5. GENERAL. 


Reviewing evidence, Commission is convinced of Northern’s justification 
in concluding that direct sale was required if Cooperative’s plant was 
to be located in its service area. Northern Natural Gas Co_____-..----.~- 

Northern’s 33.1 cent rate for direct sale to Cooperative does not discrim- 
inate against its jurisdictional distributor customers. Jd__.._.__..._.___-- 

Section 157.7(c) (7) (ii) of Regulations is not applicable here—budget- 
type procedures are in effect, an advance approval (without hearing) of 
all transactions which may take place under certificate; here hearing has 
been held with opportunity for participation by interested persons. Jd____ 

It is unnecessary to consider whether pipeline’s exhibits standing alone 
meet requirement of Section 157.14(a) (11) of the Rules where [as here] 
evidentiary hearing has been held and Commission concludes such record 
is sufficient to support proposal. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amecrica_____ 

By virtue of issuance of certificate here, Coal’s application for rehearing 
and reconsideration of prior letter-order granting temporary certificate 
aust be @emieds Fé. woolen bl esos ae as 

Evidence in instant case does not indicate any normal practice in Wyom- 
ing that buyers or pipeline companies buy gas undehydrated and uncom- 
pressed at wellhead. Martha Featherstone.........-.-.---..-.~.----... 

There is no justification here for any incremental allowance to cover 
claimed special services performed by producer beyond well-head. /d____- 

Lead-in line from pipeline is integral part of refinery facilities and as 
plant facility does not require a certificate. Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
ES CU eas aries green nein eee ee eaten aa eee eae 

Where a producer intends to have transported by a pipeline company 
only its own produced natural gas from its leases in Texas and Louisiana 
for use solely in its refinery operations, order authorizing such service 
clearly has applicability only in a situation, as here, “where there has been 
no direct producer sale in the field” and involving “a proposal by a bona 
fide producer to use its own gas which was produced in the normal course 
of its business.” Id 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
5. GENERAL—Continued 


Should it be determined that continuance of interruptible service was 
so nonremunerative to pipeline as to be contrary to public interest, ample 
authority exists under Section 5(a) to effect adequate remedy. [d_______- 

Consolidation of pipeline applications is not required by law where the 
projects are not mutually exclusive. Northern Natural Gas Co_--.---~-~-- 

Conventional requirements of public convenience and necessity under 
Section 7(e) of the Natural Gas Act applicable to proposed sales have been 
met. TANG00 ERGs dciscnbelesetenesh nee bil bem eeerereinedpberpapnparre 

Record does not justify transportation cost adjustment proposed by some 
imGerveneres FGscscan-ssegadacchann>ssiciensssqubrhoeertauehemranidéne-srer 


6. IN-LINE PRICE. 


Permanently certificated sales are to be preferred over temporary sales 
in determining in-line price if there are sufficient sales and substantial 
volumes to provide sound basis for such determination. Martha Feather- 
ID a. cscs ms nticpabanncetee tae aycagea nsec agile ie armenia ade Aetna RlaMiesee ae 

15.384 cents per Mcf found to be in-line price for jurisdictional sales 
of natural gas in Fremont, Sweetwater and Sublette Counties, Wyom- 


7. MERGER. 


Commission concludes certificate should issue authorizing merger of 
affiliated companies and allowing proposed accounting procedure as an 
interim measure, subject to specified conditions. Hope Natural Gas Co___-_ 

Benefits claimed from merger are numerous and desirable—contrary to 
Cities’ claim, evidence shows that all anticipated savings and other econ- 
omies could not be accomplished in absence of complete merger. Id 

Rejecting contention of Cities, Commission finds no evidence to support 
or reason to believe that rate increase would result from merger. [d____-_- 

Where no rate change will be occasioned by authorization of merger, 
question of propriety of existing rates which will not be adversely affected 
thereby, is not relevant to Section 7 determination. Jd@___._-_-__.____.___-_- 

Permissive language of Section 4 does not require applicant to file storage 
accounting proposal as rate change since change necessitating revised 
accounting is to be change in circumstance; i.e. corporate merger and no 
“change in rate” will actually be effected. Jd_.....__-_-___-------.------ 

Approval of accounting procedure limited to period of three years follow- 
ing initiation of operations by merged company. Jd_...__...--.--.------- 

Authorization of merger conditioned with respect to: (1) moratorium 
on rate increase; (2) cost of service in future rate proceedings; (3) ac- 
counting procedures; and (4) treatment to be accorded storage costs in 
any future rate proced@ing. F@ui2i.6 tk sb dn Stl sinuses eeithuwss 


See JURISDICTION, 2. MERGER. 
8. RATE MATTERS. 


There is no reason for tying rate matters to instant certificate proceed- 
ing; such action would result in further delay in authorizing a sale which 
is admittedly in the public interest, at a rate.no one suggests is improper. 
Colorado Enberstate Gee: COs cis Bos tbeiiinses de wen nciini ewes 

Since pleadings and record leave unresolved substantial questions of fact 
concerning rate schedule [including undue discrimination] Commission 
considers pipeline-purchaser’s allegations as formal complaint and in- 
stitutes investigations. Id 


9. TRANSPORTATION OR SALE. 

Transaction between Transco and Texaco is a transportation agree- 
ment and public convenience and necessity requires certification of the 
proposed service under Section 7 of Natural Gas Act. Transcontinental 
Per URI UNESP a ae lied easiness ania Sadiskbnaaieiae ante ees 


Contractual provisions do not control Commission’s jurisdictional deter- 
minations. Id 


Contract terms here conform generally to other Commission approved 
transportation agreements and in light of facts, instant situation does 
not involve a sale by Texaco to Transco. Jd_.........-.___-__--_______ 240, 241 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
9, TRANSPORTATION OR SALE—Continued 


Distinguishing Lo-Vaca, Commission concludes that mere physical com- 
mingling of Texaco’s gas in Transco’s lines with gas Transco has pur- 
chased for subsequent resale does not compel rejection of historic notions 
of bailments and require transformation of transportation agreement into 
a successloss-Ob eben! Fic. tiniest ices ioe deen ei hee 241 

Essential feature of instant transaction is that Texaco is owner of gas 
both at the beginning and end of its journey from wellhead to point of ulti- 
mate consumption. [¢...... no we ewe wth hb ose Ghd 3 BRB 241 

While transfers of gas from producer to pipeline or pipeline to direct 
customer may be treated as a sale for regulatory purposes in appropriate 
circumstances, there is no reason to do so here where clearly intermediate 
transactions result in returning gas to original producer-owner and no 
jurisdictional question is involved—in reaching such determination Com- 
mission does not decide status of other types of transactions, such as X-20 
case, N@ 202010" Der) ge ee) Se SB eS Seu oi. 241 

Beneficial features of transportation agreement discussed. Jd_______~- 241, 242 

Intervener’s Offer of Settlement rejected since it is an attempt to 
present entirely new affirmative case almost a year after close of record. 

Id 242 


No justification has been shown for requiring that “‘just and reasonable” 


Page 


rates for transportation service be determined in this proceeding. Jd_____ 258 
Not all difference in treatment between customers is illegal under the 
Act—only unjust, unreasonable or undue discrimination. Jd@_.__.-.-.-~-- 263 
Sconomics favors use by Texaco of its own gas rather than purchasing 
it frons Gisteibuter in area 76. 201 ne ec fle 265 
Precedent cases establish that there is no Commission policy against 
approval of proposed transportation service if it is otherwise required by 
ee 8 A | Er ee en ee 273 
CONTRACTS. 
Contractual provisions do not control Commission's jurisdictional deter- 
minations. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp__-_----------------~--- 240 


Contract terms here conform generally to other Commission approved 
transportation agreements and in light of facts, instant situation does not 
involve a sale by Texaco to Transco. Id._.._..---------_--- LiL. 240, 241 

Distinguishing Lo-Vaca, Commission concludes that mere physical com- 
mingling of Texaco’s gas in Transco’s lines with gas Transco has purchased 
for subsequent resale does not compel rejection of historic notions of bail- 
ments and require transformation of transportation agreement into a suc- 
cession 6f sabe: Fs tibia el a LI a 241 


COST OF SERVICE. 
1. ALLOCATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CosT. 


Use of “Separable Costs-Remaining Benefits” method of cost allocation, 
as developed through federal inter-agency effort is reasonable and appro- 
priate in determining the allocation to power development of McNary 
project costs. McNary Project—Columbia River, Washington—Oregon____~ 412 
It is error to rely solely on a producer’s carved-out costs to justify an 
increased rate. Caroline Hunt Sands and Loyd B. Sands 


2. GENERAL. 


No sufficient reason has been shown why public utility and its consumers 
should be required to absorb additional costs for more underground cable 
installation in view of limited impact lines will have on area involved. 
ConseGGaren. Baws CO. OF Bek 5 IiGecensncnsanccescasnodncibive peel 446 

Pipeline properly excluded cost of uncertificated transmission facilities 
through which gas from Coyanosa Field would be transported with other 
gas to its main transmission line since such costs obviously cannot be con- 
sidered incremental to present project. Northern Natural Gas: Co________ 1166 

Proposal to assign so-called average system “gathering” costs and treat 
them as if they are incremental costs without support in principle and has 
DOR UTNE, UI, Ei htrren cereneddathane eine dnambitbennthitc dina 1166 

There is no valid basis for recognizing any costs associated with claimed 
preemptions of “cheap expansibility” on Northern’s system, Id 
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COST OF SERVICE—Continued 
3. PurcHASED Gas Costs. 


Pipeline’s use of average system purchased gas costs in incremental cost 
study was proper. Northern Natural Gas Co___--------------.--------- 

Incremental cost study in pipeline certificate case normally includes 
specific costs directly associated with particular service proposed and not 
general, system-wide costs, except that average gas purchased costs are 
normally used since system gas supply is considered available to all cus- 
tomers throughout system and no particular reserves are deemed ear- 
marked-for any particular services. I¢...............-.2n dn eedweeslinn 


DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


Determining that liberalized depreciation principles of Alabama- 
Tennessee are applicable to pipeline here, Commission finds flow-through 
and lower rates more effective stimulus to new investment than normali- 
zation and provides for deduction of accumulated reserves from rate base, 
unless pipeline submits appropriate plan for flowing through some or all 
of such reserves to customers. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America_____- 

Question of proper treatment of liberalized depreciation is uniquely a 
matter for Commission’s informed judgment. Jd_-......--.--------_-__ 

To give effect to a change in rates resulting from shift to straight-line 
depreciation, pipeline should make a rate filing in accordance with provi- 
sions of Gas Act and Commission regulations. Jd_..........----.--._--- 

Argument that pipeline has no duty to reduce rates to reflect flow- 
through for period beginning January 1, 1965, because it has nothing to 
flow-through [based on application to Internal Revenue Service to depart 
that date from liberalized depreciation for tax purposes] represents an 
attempt to reopen record to. introduce new factor in rate case. Id 


DUE PROCESS. 


Where charges are made that Commissioner prejudged vital issue in 
case and evinced personal bias and prejudice against independent pro- 
ducers as a class and Commissioner filed statement denying such bias, 
Commission (on assumption it has requisite authority), finds no basis 
shown for disqualifying Commissioner from participating in proceeding. 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area) __-.-_-------.---------__ 

Fact that Commissioner’s challenged remarks were made in context 
of discussion of whether existing provision of Natural Gas Act should 
be amended is relevant to question of prejudgment of issues, Jd@_.._._______ 

View that competition between producers is insufficient to justify repeal 
of regulatory jurisdiction does not imply rejection of competition as a 
factor in regulation nor does it prejudge question of proper rates for sales 
by producers in proceeding, or weight to be given to their evidence in 
I Ry CIN Phill we ce rasbncdasndsinnnnntetidigndedaconbann 

Disagreement with producer efforts to seek admendatory legislation does 
not demonstrate personal bias against producers as a class. Jd_.U________ 

There would be no basis for disqualifying Commissioner even assuming 
he comes to proceeding with advance views as to some important matters 
Sevfeene. WMiccss ladle i eee ecdeabil soho uiti 

Even were this an adjudicatory proceeding, Commissioner’s prior ex- 
pression of views on a general question of fact, policy or law which 
might be involved would not disqualify him from further participation. 
In a rate-making proceeding (essentially a legislative function and 
part of rule-making), an expression of views on general question which 
may be in issue or opposition to admendatory legislation could not be 
GOING: ~ 10 gene ees nesses 

Commission has duty and obligation to inform Congress and general 
public Of its' progranis Gil policies Tene eo eee ee! 

Regulatory commissions were created by Congress in order that regula- 
tory statutes could be administered by men who had or would acquire 
intimate knowledge of the industry they were regulating. Jd_____________ 

Observing there is a difference between informed and closed minds, Com- 
mission notes an opinion is not a prejudice or prejudgment when held by 
someone required and accustomed to hold all opinions subject to con- 
firmation or rejection in light of proof. Id 
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DUE PROCESS—Continued 


Regulatory process assumes that fair and intelligent decisions will be 
reached by Commissioners because of familiarity with special fields in 
which they operate and mot Geapite 16. 1G ccc asinine rence cnnees 

Not all difference in treatment between customers is illegal under the 
Act—only unjust, unreasonable or undue discrimination. Transcontinental 
Gee PUG Ee Gai aii se edna cca eats cial nda 

Power Company was not denied due process by denial of pre-hearing 
discovery where it has shown no need therefor and evidence sought has 
no relevancy to the issues. Indiana ¢ Michigan Electric Co 


JURISDICTION. 
1. GENERAL. 


Fact that an issue which is relevant to Commission determination is 
also pending before Supreme Court cannot constitute grounds for dis- 
missing comelatak.: The: Bugeetee Cb Cin cccid ncenctnsindinecenintitaineiinnn 

Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act and specifically Section 5 thereof, 
is presently in effect and Superior’s rights to a Commission determina- 
tion thereunder are not tolled by absence of any Supreme Court resolution 
of the jurisdictional status of the lands in question. Jd_.__..-___----------- 

There is nothing in any decisions or orders of Supreme Court through- 
out Tidelands’ litigation which directs or even suggests that agencies of 
federal government refrain from taking actions required of them by the 
OCSLA pending Court’s resolution of the jurisdictional question left for 
ita mUeiee ‘COmIOION,. Filan i ne 

Operations of Utah Power & Light Company involve transmission of 
electric energy in interstate commerce within the meaning of Section 201 
ef the Federal Power Act; pursuant to Section 205 thereof, it is obligated 
to file rate schedules for such service with the Commission. Utah Power 
6 TDR OG ctseniisccncinnacnie eee dee 3 

Energy transmitted by Utah to the Bureau of Reclamation’s preferen- 
tial customers in Utah and Idaho originates at least in part from sources 
outside of Utah, fact that Utah, a public utility within the meaning of 
Section 201 of the Act, is performing this paid transportation service 
for an agency of federal government whose own operations are not sub- 
ject to Commission jurisdiction is clearly beside the point. J@_.._..._...____ 

Commission approval is not required for construction of interstate trans- 
mission lines by public utilities except [as here] where lines are primary 
lines from hydroelectric plant transmitting power from project into 
utility’s interconnected transmission grid. Consolidated Edison Co. of 
TEE sep, i ckcnrinsaimseicii hist k bh deals aaa heidi eae et ie a 

Authority granted Commission under Federa! Power Act is as broad 
28 110 ER SUNN Pn 2 i ie eee 

In proceeding under Section 203 of the Federal Power Act, Commission 
need not pass on authority of Cooperative to effect sale of local distribution 
facilities to Public Utility. Southern California Edison Co_____-.-.______ 

Holding it has jurisdiction to question sales price in determining 
whether transaction is “consistent with the public interest” under Section 
203, Commission finds purchase price for Cooperative’s local distribution 
SOEUR IO Bis WE I Bia it sinc scien nt et 

Where public utility participates in and is dependent upon integrated 
interstate power pool, all its wholesale sales for resale are subject to Com- 
mission jurisdiction. Indiana & Michigan Electric Co__.__________________ 

Where electric energy is transmitted daily to or from power company 
across state borders, Commission need not know precise nature of flow 
in determining jurisdiction—Power Act applies to transmission and sale 
of “electric energy” which represents an attribute of electric current and 
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ite DOOUEION CENCE Wissen eae eee 744, 745 


Sales for resale from constantly changing mass of electric energy 
extending over borders of many states and infusing facilities of power 
company and other system companies are sales in interstate commerce 
subject to Commission jurisdiction under the Federal Power Act. [d______ 

Interposition of transformers between out-of-state sources of power 
and delivery points to customers and resulting transformation process does 
not block transmission of energy—the significant fact within meaning of 
Section 201 of the statute. Jd 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
1. GENERAL—Continued Page 
That all wholesale utility companies in Indiana could have met all 
state loads and power company could have supplied all its Indiana cus- 
tomers, including wholesale, is not relevant because system is not op- 
Cee Ge WES: Wiican eden een been anenemnbin eae 747 
There is nothing in Federal Power Act that makes Commission jurisdic- 
tion over sales dependent on whether facilities used are local distribution 
i i Ee lh tei tie Sai aire he Sean anlar ak teen eae neces TAT 
All wholesale sales for resale in interstate commerce made by a public 
utility are subject to provisions of Sections 205 and 206 of the Act regard- 


less of whether particular sale involved jurisdictional facilities. 7d_.-._~- 748 
Commission has no authority to adjudicate claims for money damages. 
SRDS FOI De ii eaten oienaameanaiain 1107 


On facts of record, April 16, 1963 was a date on which American Electric 
Power System and Indiana & Michigan were operating in manner which 
made all of latter’s wholesale sales jurisdictional. Indiana & Michigan 
NTE Cee ici ee ea geneween cael dab aanneaas 1253 
Commission rejects contention it erred in ordering Respondent to file 
wholesale sales contract in effect on April 16, 1963 [initiation date of show 
cause proceeding]; Respondent is free to file contracts in effect at an 
earlier date and is not aggrieved that Commission fixed a later date. 7d_-_. 1258 
2. MERGER. 
Merger is consistent with public interest where it results in improved 
service at less cost. Southern California Edison Co__----------..-------- 689 
Sale of Cooperative’s local distribution facilities approved where Cooper- 
ative sustained operating deficit for past five years and where rates to be 
applied will reduce costs to homeowners by 52 percent. J@_._-_--------~- 689, 695 
Argument that decision should be deferred pending outcome of California 
suit relating to Cooperative’s legal authority to dispose of its property 
rejected—Commission agrees it should now approve merger as in public 
MIRAI: DO isis ne he hastens dnt etncnndnbhenaseein 689, 696, 697 
Proposed merger to two Class A public utilities operating in different 
states with nearest reasonable junction points approximately 150 miles 
apart, and no immediate physical interconnection contemplated, is ap- 
proved as consistent with public interest. Western Light & Telephone Co., 
OO eee eats a ate ai Seine etain i epaaeeauaiaiatatin 1148 
In exercising its jurisdiction over mergers, Commission cannot ignore 
standards underlying parallel regulation of holding companies by Securities 
TUES: SIRI TP a cacceenSinahcdcntcn taro ntiinnshielin db Uneath nb itll ie iapaiaciece acest 1149 
Showing of positive benefit to counteract detrimental consequences of 
one-company ownership is essential to approval of merger conditioned on 
continuation of studies of methods for accelerating interconnection and 
CUS Ws Se i Bea i ed ce St cece asennad 1149 
Evidence indicates merger will have positive effet upon acceleration of 
effective interconnection between two parts of resulting system and electric 


utilities in Kansas and Colorado in general. Jd_____-__--_--_-__--____-_- 1149 

Merged company required to maintain separate accounts for two-part 
NII I a Sacco ces i eee dec nda cip cede tcc haeincga inmate ee Sea 1150 
LICENSE. 


1. AESTHETIC CONSIDERATION. 
Project would contribute to abatement of air pollution problem in the 


City of New York. Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y., Inc__--------_--_---_- 436 
Commission can and will deny license in order to preserve natural beauty 
of an area when facts support such conclusion. Jd______-_--_____________ 439 


In instant circumstances Commission cannot conclude that proposed 
Cornwall powerhouse substantially impairs scenic, historic or recreation 
ORRIN RPRIIOD, WN ene oe Sk es ee Se tind | sie ces 439 

No sufficient reason has been shown why public utility and its consumers 
should be required to absorb additional costs for more underground cable 
installation in view of limited impact lines will have on area involved. Jd_. 446 


2. CAUSEWAYS. 


Logan Martin Development causeways will contribute to beneficial public 
uses of project and should be approved. Alabama Power Co_____-_____-___ 1107 
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LICENSE—Continued 
. CAUSEWAYS—Continued 
Bvidence does not establish need for more than one bridge each in Cause- 
ways Nos. 4 and 6 and public interest does not warrant Commission specifi- 
cation of bridges higher than those recommended by appropriate State and 
DO CI a ss a ete eeneantiawaseienaeaaneaen 


3. CONDITIONS. 


Conditioning of a license for a project of not more than 2,000 horsepower 
installed capacity, upon Licensee’s willingness and ability to maintain its 
project in working order, and to comply with terms of the license and Com- 
mission orders, is not an unreasonable exercise of Commission authority in 
issuing such licenses subject to Section 10(i) of the Act; any Commission 
action under these license conditions would be subject to rehearing and 
court review as provided in Section 313 of the Act. Wisconsin Power & 
ERATE OW aici etn scale aca lc aca tae a aI ata als reel 

In view of comments, Commission imposes special conditions in license 
to require company to consult with public agencies in design, construction 
and operation of fish screening facilities. Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y., 
I, oc ciciscin nes ncn dacesticecaesitindnceniekerncentnlen apralctealag aaa dada Mnsaee ebm atlas 

Applicant required to file its proposed recreational use . pl: in for Commis- 
OU GENT, Be oe as 


4. Economic FEASIBILITY. 
Record supports findings as to engineering and economic feasibility, Ap- 
plicant’s ability to finance, adequacy of project to perform intended func- 
tion and public utility’s need for ever expanding sources of energy supply. 
Comacteseted Baines Ce. OF Ty ij Tania i cise kninisiittts ete hen ict atin csp 
Primary benefit from proposed project would be its economy and reliabil- 
ity as source of power to meet utility’s peaking and emergency require- 
SI: -Dbentnttitecmanbitsetadas es 


5. GENERAL. 

Commission discusses procedures with respect to waiver of Sections 14 
and 15 of the Power Act in the licensing of small hydro-electric — 
Wisconsin Power & Light Co___-_- Ae i er ae ee 

Record does not permit informed determin: ition called for unde r Section 
10(a) regarding specification of route and amount of required right-of- 
way for primary transmission lines; public interest requires this phase be 
remanded to Examiner for additionsl evidence. Consolidated Edison Co. 
Of Rit 4 BRO cincinnati agi gale 

C ongress entrusted licensing of hydroe lectric power developments along 
navigable waterways to Commission—although views of State and local 
authorities carry great weight, it remains Commission’s statutory respon- 
sibility to determine whether license should issue and conditions be im- 
posed. Id ae ee 

Commission is not required to hold up issuance of license w hic h clearly 
meets statutory standard on basis of expectation or hope by some parties 
that law may eventually be changed. Jd_____---_- a a el iar el oe 

Contention that Commission has not met its obligations under Section 
10(a) rejected—Commission necessarily must consider licensing proposals 
individually and appraise their impact on comprehensive river develop- 
ment. Id se 

Cornwall involves no reservoir in or barrier across river itself, thus does 
not present complex problems of integration with upstream or downstream 
projects frequently created by conventional hydro-electric projects. Jd____ 

Request for posting of construction bond denied; should there be non- 
compliance with Commission order, complaint proceeding can readily be 
initiated. Alabama Power Co_____~-- 


PUBLIC PURPOSE. 

Enactment of Rural Electrification Act evidenced Congressional aware- 
ness of failure of privately financed electric utilities to provide benefits 
and advantages of electricity to residents in rural and relatively remote 
areas. Southwestern Public Service Co__.........................__.. 

An integrated power supply serving Cooperatives as well as public util- 
ity’s other customers permits more economical inter-system diversification 
I GE CUEN icekitdciedtticwcnmetinnavan 
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LICENSE—Continued 

6. PusLic PuRPOsE—Continued 

Evidence is persuasive that if Southwestern is not permitted to continue 
supplying Cooperative’s energy requirements at agreed-on rates, Coopera- 
tives would construct duplicating facilities with resulting detriment to all 
customers, Id 

To be licensed, project must meet statutory test of “being best adapted to 
comprehensive plan for improving or developing a waterway.” Consolidated 
Edison Co. of N.Y.., 

Reviewing all alternative suggestions and evidence of record, Commis- 
sion concludes proposed project fully meets applicant’s needs for additional 
capacity for peaking and emergency purposes, in manner far superior to 
possible alternatives. [d 

Whether expenditures prior to the issuance of a War Department permit 
would exempt anyone from the 50-year limitation on such permits is purely 
a question of law. The plain language of the exception and its legislative 
history clearly indicate that the purchase of land or flowage rights would 
not exempt a permittee from the 50-year limitation. An opposite conclusion 
would put a premium on promotional activity of a type the legislation 
sought to discourage. South Carolina Electric & Gas Co 


7. UNDERGROUND TRANSMISSION. 


Since conclusion that transmission lines be overhead was based on evi- 
dence that costs of underground transmission could not be justified, Com- 
mission affirms determination limiting further consideration of primary 
lines to overhead transmission. Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y., 

Serious weight must be given to State’s judgment in setting aside certain 
lands as parks; nevertheless, ultimate test for transmission line route will 
be overall public interest, considering all factors. Jd 

Evidence concerning alternatives establishes that Cornwall project is 
far superior to any possible alternative. Id 

Contention that Commission erred in issuing license while deferring final 
decision on transmission line route and design of fish facilities rejected— 
such action was clearly consistent with Commission’s obligations under 
Section 10(a). Id 


NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


The Savannah River is a navigable water of the United States. South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Co 

Section 1 of General Dam Act of 1910, incorporated by reference in spe- 
cial legislation, prohibited construction or commencement of construction 
of a dam prior to issuance of a War Department permit. Id 

Respondent could not rely on permit for its right to operate project and 
at same time contest permit. Id 

Contention that term expenditures “upon which dam” as used in Section 
4 of General Dam Act, means something different from actual construction 
expenditures rejected as not in accord with plain language of provision and 
overall context of such Act which relates to actual construction. Id 

It has long been settled that even where language of statute is clear 
on the surface recourse may be had to its legislative history. Jd 

Respondent’s predecessor did not qualify under exception to 50-year 
term because plans for dam had not been approved and permit issued by 
War Department before passage of 1910 amendment; therefore no expendi- 
tures could have been legally made on dam. Id 

Nothing urged on rehearing would justify modification of Commission 
holding that plain language and legislative history of exception indicate 
subject expenditures do not exempt Permittee from 50-year limitation. Id_ 

Permit is not only contemporaneous record of events which it recounts, 
but Respondent, in accepting its benefits and obligations, waived right 
to dispute its terms. Id 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. BURDEN OF PROOF. 


Application for a certificate of public convenience and necessity dis- 
missed where producer failed to appear or submit necessary evidence. 
Martha Featherstone 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDU RE—Continued 
2. DECISION PROCEDURE. 


Due to the novel and complex issues raised in the proceedings, motions 
requesting (1) a waiver of the intermediate decision and (2) an interim 
order reducing the wholesale rates and charges of an electric company 
were denied. St. Michaels Utilities Commission 

Under Section 1.31(a) of the Rules, exceptions to presiding examiner’s 
initial decision may be filed only by party to proceeding. Southern Cali- 
fornia Edison Co 

Improperly filed “Exceptions” accepted as a brief amicus curiae and 
considered on merits. 

Commission, upon its own review [no exceptions having been filed] adopts 
initial decision certificating facilities and sales to provide initial gas serv- 
ice in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan. Michigan Consolidated Gas Co__- 

Since Interveners had previously briefed and orally argued major is- 
sues before Examiner, they were not unduly hampered by shortening 
of time for filing exceptions from 30 to 10 days. Northern Natural Gas Co- 

3. INTERVENTION. 


Where the relief requested by petitioners in their petitions to intervene 
relates solely to alleged civil causes of action pending before local courts 
and to a matter not related to instant proceeding, petition to intervene is 
denied. Alabama Power Co 

There was no need to make finding that Cooperative member was party 
in interest under Section 308(a) of the Act, since he was permitted to 
participate in hearing but never sought intervention. Southern Cailfornia 
Edison Co 

4. Stray. 


Under Section 313(c) of the Act a stay does not result automatically 
from filing of application for rehearing or commencement of judicial 
review. Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y., 969 
Applicants for stay must satisfy each of tests prescribed by Virginia 
Petroleum Jobbers to justify extraordinary relief represented by stay of 
administrative order; interveners here have not done so. Jd__-___--_--_-~- 969, 970 
Question of staying compliance with filing requirement of order is com- 
pletely independent of Respondent’s right to challenge its validity ; sched- 
ules can be filed with reservation fully protecting Respondent’s rights 
in event it prevails on appeal and minimal expense required for requisite 
filing could not conceivably constitute irreparable damage within meaning 
of Virginia Petroleum Jobbers. Indiana & Michigan Electric Co 
5. SUBPOENA. 


Request for subpoena and depositions is denied without prejudice ; while 
confidential nature of the important business documents and information 
would not make them immune from proper disclosure when necessary, 
Commission should not lend itself to the unrestricted examination of such 
material by competitors unless it is clearly necessary to proof of party’s 
case. The Superior Oil Co 149, 150 

Requests for subpoenas and for the taking of oral depositions at the 
institution of a hearing were denied without prejudice to their resub- 
mission to the hearing examiner at an oe stage of the hearing. 
Id 

Request for subpoenas properly refused w here company did not seek to 
secure evidence of relevant facts but rather to examine motives of the 
Commission and memoranda and ideas of its staff. Indiana & Michigan 
Electric Co 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 


Under Section 5 of the Federal Power Act, Commission may grant pre- 
liminary permit to prepare studies, surveys and maps of proposed water 
power project site. Georgia Power 

Distinguishing Flint River, Commission concludes issuance of prelim- 
inary permit for proposed Laurens Shoals project is in the public interest. 
Id 








1366 INDEX-DIGEST 


PRELIMINARY PERM1T—Continued 
Preliminary permit gives right of priority of application for license 
while Permittee undertakes necessary studies required by Section 9 of 
Power Act—no construction is authorized under permit. J?_..._.._____~_ 
Project affects no government dams; no reason is apparent at this time 
for its development by the United States. Jd_....._-.--__-.--_____-__ 
In proceeding under Section 4(f) of the Federal Power Act, Com- 
mission provides for issuance of preliminary permit for Laurens Shoals 
project, limiting term thereof to one year. Jd 


RATES. 
1. EFFECTIVE RATE. 


At time Southern filed its complaint in February, 1963, conversion tariff 
constituted United’s filed and lawful rate within meaning of Montana- 
Dakota and thus lawful rate for the service—under Section 5(a) of the 
Gas Act such rate is alterable prospectively only. Southern Natural Gas Co 

Under Section 4(e) of the Gas Act Commission is empowered to make 
rate order effective back to date increased rate became effective subject 
to refund. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America__._.___.___--_-----_____ 

Since Alabama-Tennessee announced a new policy overruling previous 
decisions, it was not equitable to make rate order here effective before 
February 3, 1965 [date of new policy]. Id 

2. GENERAL. 


No justification has been shown for requiring that “just and reason- 
able” rates for transportation service be determined in this proceeding. 
Trenecontinontat Gas Pine Lime Corp... 2... 

Where gas is gathered and processed by the purchaser prior to ultimate 
sale to a natural gas pipeline company for transmission in interstate com- 
merce, the area price levels set forth in the Statement of General Policy 
No. 61-1, as amended are applicable to the sale of residue gas after 
PESCRSTNS. Heseree OF GRE GOS COs sk a3. dons So heehee nceeenccancae 

3. CONSTRUCTION OF JUST AND REASONABLE UNDER § 205 or FPA. 

In determining whether lower rates to Cooperatives are justified, con- 
sideration must be given to substantial differences in nature of service 
rendered by Cooperatives from that provided by investor-owned distribu- 
tors. Geuaeesiorn Pune Bereice Oo... 2. nn ke cue 

In light of instant circumstances, Cooperatives have made a strong 
and persuasive showing for distinctive rate treatment. Jd_._.___.___----____ 

Southwestern’s lower rates to Cooperatives benefit its other wholesale 
customers by permitting economies on scale not otherwise possible. Jd_____ 

Rates on basis of 3.7 percent return claimed by company are justified by 
record, being a return in excess of its weighted costs of senior capital. 


In resolving ultimate issue of undue discrimination, it is appropriate to 
consider whether difference in rate proposed by Southwestern would seri- 
ously prejudice competitive business relationships between its investor- 
owned wholesale customers and Cooperative customers which receive lower 

I a eee Be ee See re rs 

Difference between rates Southwestern charges Community [investor- 
owned purchaser] and those proposed to be charged Cooperatives is 
insufficient to give latter advantage in area. Jd________-______________- 

Southwestern’s rates to Cooperatives are not unduly preferential or 
discriminatory ; such rates are just and reasonable. Jd___.__________-____ 

Commission does not accept Cooperative’s contention of entitlement to 
rates lower than any other group of customers as an “equalizer” because 
their loads are predominantly rural—such argument has its limits, de- 
PORUINE On GTHEE TEICVANE TRONS. FE oo one ie enannsucsna 

In finding subject rates just and reasonable, and not unduly discrimina- 
tory, Commission is guided by fact that it is fixing rates for future in an 
industry which has large opportunities for reducing unit costs. Id 


RATE FILINGS. 


Commission rejects proposed increased rate filing which is in conflict 
with moratorium provisions of prior order. Sun Oil Co 
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RATE OF RETURN. 

Determination of fair rate of return is not to be determined by me 
chanical application of mathematical formula—it requires exercise of 
Commission’s informed judgment on whole of relevant evidence in par- 
ticular case. Southwestern Public Service Co___..----_-.--------------- 

From investor, company or consumer view, maintenance of good and 
adequate service requires that utility be afforded opportunity to receive 
enough in revenues to not only cover operating expenses but also capital 
cost of business and thus maintain financial integrity. Jd_._._.___._----____-- 

There is no precise answer to question of rate of return; rather there 
is zone of reasonableness within which Commission is free to fix a rate. 
BD nein in ecceaesseh tsin taintistaaac ce iniaclnetaacalctalaccre e al a aack oal  cca aeietia ceea 

Rate of return of Southwestern’s other wholesale customers cannot be 
considered in isolation from rate of return it has accepted for service 
10 COODORRUIVON, FG aici ri Lene aa a 

Southwestern is entitled to rate of return of 6 percent upon its invest- 
ment in wholesale for resale service. Id 


RATE SCHEDULES. 
1. INVESTIGATIONS. 
In a proceeding arising under Section 5 of the Natural Gas Act, Com- 


mission grants complainant’s request for reduction in maximum daily 
auantity of gas to be transported. Southern Natural Gas Co_____--------- 
2. TARIFF PROVISIONS AND SERVICE PROVISION. 
United’s Rate Schedule No. T-3 does in fact provide for fixed billing 
demand of 55,460 Mcf per day for transportation service and charges 
therefor properly have been computed at that amount since January 3, 
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1084 


FREE. BOC ROG DME Cae Cis vcccescsciccictaitteiinnpctcscivmistn dhttiaatanantaaninis 1080, 1081 


Commission concludes Southern has presented sufficient basis for reduc- 
tion in billing demand to daily amount of 35,294 Mcf, commencing on date 
of issuance of this opinion and extending prospectively therefrom. Jd__-- 

Under instant circumstances Commission holds Southern has clearly 
waived any contractual right it might have had to declare original con- 
version tari voldabie wnder MeOU6.. F6 onan ckimincnnccnsmndboasiinn 

As long as Southern has had unconditional right to utilization of sub- 
ject capacity in United’s line, it should be required to pay therefor, whether 
used to maximum during all billing periods or not. Jd___-_-_----------~~- 

Considering special circumstances here, continuation of charge based 
on fixed demand of 55,460 Mcf is not just and reasonable; such billing 
demand should be reduced to 35,294 Mcf per day. Jd 


REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 
There is no language in the settlement which can fairly be interpreted 
as requiring refunds retroactive to date increase was put into effect. 
Natural Gas Pigeline Co. of Ameorice.............~... 1.2... 
Agreeing that pipeline customers should not bear loss of refunds since 
date of Alabama-Tennessee, Commission puts Natural on par with Ala- 
bama-Tennessee and orders refunds back to February 3, 1964. Jd______-- 
In proceedings initiated under Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act, Com- 
mission determines applicability of liberalized depreciation and orders 
TORRE Bonk en nsccn anion aaal 
The release of refunds is approved where such refunds will ultimately 
flow through; however retention of refunds is required by the supplier of 
any company which denies or might deny an obligation to flow-through 
such amounts. Humble Oil & Refining Co 
SETTLEMENTS. 

Settlement wherein parties agree to leave open question of proper allow- 
ance of gas purchase costs of affiliate buyer is acceptable. Houston Natural 
GO I iain ct ccd dina emcee casting aaeebin a einige cme ate 

Intervener's Offer of Settlement rejected since it is an attempt to present 
entirely new affirmative case almost a year after close of record. Transcon- 
SCOOT GOS Fe BO CU isis iiss nisin cin cristo apne tadach 

All parties agree that settlement agreement represents a binding con- 
tract. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
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SETTLEMENTS—Continued Page 
Offer of Settlement is rejected where refund proposal is not consistent 

with Commission policy of requiring full refunds of the difference in 

amounts collected subject to refund and the settlement rate when offers of 

settlements as to particular sales are proposed under the provisions of the 

Second Amendment to the Statement of General Policy No. 61-1, as 

SEE. THOR FO: Os etic ian nce ccsnineccdicnmsnemainnmcawemin 715, 716 
Rejecting producer’s request to be dismissed as a respondent in Area 

Rate Proceeding, Commission notes that all orders approving settlement 

proposals or agreements are unqualifiedly subject to final determination 

in area proceedings, or proceedings of a similar nature. Tribune Oil Corp__ —_ 827 
In line with prior practice Commission in company-wide settlements ap- 

proves instant proposal which exceeds applicable area increased rate ceiling 

since substantial volumes of gas sold by producer came from wells con- 

nected to its plant since 1954. National Fuels Corp__-_------------------- 1049 
It makes a great deal of difference whether all terms of settlement are 

in one package to be accepted or rejected, as in cited cases, or whether such 

settlement leaves out an issue to be decided by Commission, as here. Nat- 

OSE ee Peapod O60, OF AMA. nn scccenienn cose cease es ean cee 1280 
Settlement agreement does not require that substantive determination 

here be made retroactive to March 1, 1961 [date increased rates became 

effective] ; nothing in Section 4(e) of Gas Act or cited cases requires Com- 

mission to make its orders retroactive to date rate change became effective. 


TAXES. 
Prior treatment of deferred taxes for rate purposes at a one and one half 
percent rate of return was not illegal. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
TR icc cad tapi db sp gaa a 578 
Settlement order required Commission to determine whether Natural 
should normalize its taxes or flow-through tax effect of liberalized depreci- 
ation ; determination was made in Opinion No. 456 that pipeline was prop- 
erly subject to flow-through—this also involved proper treatment of 
OUEST GRUROT TOU TRON: 16s ss es ec be ca 1278, 1279 
Deferred tax accumulations amount to contributions by pipeline’s cus- 
homers for tamen nel actually paid: @6 on ks eee cc cene 1279 
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ABAN DON MENT—Section 7(b) (N.G.A.). 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65- 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-63 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP65~-206 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-162 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-334 

Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-203__-_- 

Cushing Gas Transmission Co., docket No.,CP65-—328 

Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No: CP65-223 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-113 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-114 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-211 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. GP65—281 

Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-124 

Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP65- 
264 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-116 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-164 

Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-290 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64-218 
(Phase IT) 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. 

United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No 
ACCOUNTS. 

McNary Project, Columbia River, 

docket No. E-6383 

ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (F.P.A.). 

Georgia Power Co., project No. 2341 

Lower Valley Power and Light, Inc., project No. 2168 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2318 

Pasadena, California, City of, project No. 1250 


Public Utility District No. 1 of Douglas County, Washington, 
project No. 2149 


Warrior River Electric Cooperative Association, project 
No. 2102 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSIT Y— 
Section 7 (N.G.A.). 
1. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 
Rio Sabine, Incs docket No, CI62-1098............-.___- 
2. APPLICATION WITHDRAWN. 
El Paso Gas Supply Co., docket No. CP60-101 
3. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64—6 
American’ Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No, CP64—-154 


Baca Gas Gathering System, Inc., docket No. CP65-57_ 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-—2214 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSIT Y— 
Section 7 (N.G.A.)—Continued 


3. CERTIFICATE AMENDED—Continued 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP64-89_____________- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-166 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-9666 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP61-143 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP64-182 

Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-64 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP64—268 

Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP64- 

224 

Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP63-80___ 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—14872_ 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-228 3 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-255 (Phase I). 126, 
1264, 1271 

Pacific Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-59_______- 119 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2047 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP64-18___- 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-255_-__ 

South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-110 

Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-26 

Sun Oil Co., docket No. G 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-5-____ 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-107 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP61- 
328 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe. Line Corp., docket No. CP64— 

96 330, 821, 823 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP65-70. 669 
Transwestern Pipéline Co., docket No. CP63-143 7 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-148 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP63-305 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—13002 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-14 


4, CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket, No. CP64—-190_ 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-197_ 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket ‘No. CP65-63-___ 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65~217___- 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-190__ 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-276__ 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-382__ 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP65-132 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No, 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No 
Baca Gas Gathering System, Inc., docket No. CP65-57____ 
Blue Dolphin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-323 
Bluebonnet Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-326- 

Cities Service. Gas Co., docket No. CP65-137 

Citiés Service Gas Co., dockét No. CP65-150 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-152 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-162 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket ‘No. CP65-166 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No, ©P65-216 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSIT Y— 
Section 7 (N.G.A.)—Continued 


Continued 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP65-334 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65~200 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. ce 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP63 5—-126___- 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-262___-- 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-268 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-277 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., docket No. CP65-296 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-193 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-223 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-92-_-___ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61—265____- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—114_-___- 
E] Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—127____- 
E i} Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—128____-_-__- 
Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-178 
) Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—252.-- 
Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—259.______- 
Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—291_______- 
Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—315__-_-- 
Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-339__.._______ 
Featherstone, Martha, docket No. C164-591 
Featherstone, Martha, docket No. CI65-—757 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-124______ 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-165 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-253 _ _ - 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-284 
Florida Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65—288- -____- 
Gas Transport, Inc., docket No. CP65—273- 
Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr. (Operator), docket 

No. G-—18077 28 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-—272__ i hacaiaea sd, - sa 
Hunt, Hassie Trust, docket No. C165-596 sae 866 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. CP65-5 1142 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Ine., docket No. CP63-248 Bc 812 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Ine., docket No. CP65—263____ 847 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-309 eee 
Lateral Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-204_ _- at 645 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP65-235- ea: 
Louisiana Nevada Transit Co., docket No. CP65-: ; . 1219 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No CP64- 

244. . 598 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP65 

84___ 92 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co., The, docket No. CP65- 

243 _. 1000 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co, , The, docket No. CP65- 

264_ 870 
Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., docket No. CP65-38____.. 912 
Michigan Gas Storage Co., docket No. CP65-86 331 
Michigan Gas Storage Cc °., docket No. CP65-245___- 727 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65- 191__ 655 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-48_._.__ 600 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-265_ 117 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-227_ 956 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP65-218 543 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP65-251 871 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP65-233 825 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N.G.A.)—Continued 
4, CerTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued Page 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP65-348__- 1305 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-174_ 545 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-184_ 192 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-226. 602 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-238_ 980 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-307_ 1003 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-322_ 1050 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP65-335_ 1203 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No, CP64—228_____ 501 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-255 (Phase II). 1163 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-92__________ 193 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-116__ 96 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-121 97 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-138 68 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-147 227 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-18 659 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-2 1071 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. 2 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65— 22) _ 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—-225 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-228_ __ 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-304_ __ 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-—332_ 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP64-233 __ 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP65-—24 
Ohio Fucl Gas Co., The, docket No. CP65-247 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-71___- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-244__- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-255- -- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—-266_ __ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-274__ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-275-_- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-370--_- 
Rio Sabine, Inc., docket No. CI62—1098 
Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP65-287 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-224_____ 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—51 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-81 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-98 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-319__________ 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-99_______._-_---- 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. CP65-333_____.....__-- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64—4 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP64-218 
(Phase IT) 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-93 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-158___- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-177_--- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65—246---_- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-321-__-_- 
Texaco Inc., docket No. G- Sr 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-143__- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP61-123_____- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP65-295_____- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP63- 





CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N.G.A.)—Continued 


4. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 
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Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-103_____._-.- 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-148__..--_-_- 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65—-167 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65—180__.______- 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65—192_______-_- 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65—285_--____._- 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP65-362_-.__.-.-- 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP65-117_.___.....------ 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP65-174__-__-....-.---- 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP65-258 rae tealon Sh. oo eas 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP64-226_._.____-_- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-75_..-_------ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-88_....._.--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—90____.__.--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-105__.__.__-- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-111__-_--__--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—-119_________- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—187 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65—-189_._____--- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP65-308____._._--- 
Valley Gas Transmission, Ine., docket No. CI62—124______- 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., docket No. CP65—123_--__-- 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., docket No. CP65-283_--__-- 
Wheeler Gas Co., docket No. CP64-191_____._.___.___--- 
Zenith Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-316.._.._____- 


5. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATE. 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP64-32______- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP64— 
270 


CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 


Brown Co., decket No. E-7212........0 22 Ol 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7192 
Central Maine Power Co., docket eee Sea 
Dayton Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7200_._..._---- 
Northern States Power Co. ( (Minnesota), docket No. E-7202_ 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-7199 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7191___-____-__-- 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7214____-_- 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, docket No. E~7152_- 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E~7204 


Western Light & Telephone Co., Inc., docket No. E-7187_.-. 


DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 
1. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


Vermont Gas Systems, Inc., docket No. CP65~-155 


2. APPLICATION GRANTED. 


Zenith Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-316 


EXPORTATION. 


Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-228 









640 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket. No. CP65-87_.. 180, 903 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., "docket No, CP65-157_.-- 
Texas Gas Utilities Co., docket No. CP62-288 


IMPORTATION: 


Vermont Gas Systems, Inc., docket No. CP65-141_......._. 





702 
1020 


899 
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INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. ELEcTrIc. 

a. Amendment. 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1390 

b. Terminated. 
Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., Chemical Division (formerly 

Columbia Southern Chemical Corp.), docket No. E-6406_ 
2. Gas. 

a. Granted. 
Arlington, Kentucky, City of, docket No. CP65-271 
Bainbridge, Georgia, City of, docket No. CP65-156 
Bismarck, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP65—254 
Blackstone Gas Co., docket No. CP65-23 
Central Illinois Electric and Gas Co., docket No. CP65-257-_ 
Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. CP65-299_- 
Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. CP65-300-_- 
Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. CP65-301_-_- 
Central Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65—134 
Community Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP65-62_ __ 
Crystal Gas Co., docket No. CP65-194 
Dahlgren, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP65-—250 
Dunlap, Tennessee, City of, docket No. CP65-212 


Eclectic, Alabama, Town of, docket No. CP65-278 

Eskridge, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP65—241 

Gas Service, Inc., docket No. CP65-293 

Gas Utility District No: 1 of Vernon Parish, Louisiana, 
docket' No: CPO64220d 222.024 os ie lof 

Gas Utility District No. 2 of Pointe Coupee Parish, Loui- 
siana, docket No. CP65-—107 

Grand Tower, Illinois, City of, docket No. CP65-168 

Illinois Power Co., docket No. CP65-279_____....-------- 

Illinois Power Co., docket No. CP65-286 

Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. CP65-115 

Iowa Southern Utilities Co., docket No. CP65-139 

Karnak, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP65-95 

Kaskaskia Gas Co., docket No. CP65-176 

Meigs, Georgia, Town of, docket No. CP65-205 

Midwest Missouri Gas Co., docket No, CP65-179 

Milwaukee Gas Light Co., docket No. CP65-239 

Milwaukee Gas Light Co., docket No. CP65-260 

Milwaukee Gas Light Co., docket No. CP65-261 

Missouri Power & Light Co., docket No. CP65-170 

Morenci National Gas Co., docket No. CP65~-161 

Oakman, Alabama, Gas Board of the City of, docket 
CP65-297 

Parrish, Alabama, Gas Board of the City of, docket No. 
CP65-298 

Peoples Gas and Power Co., Inc., docket No. CP64—290_--- 

Permian Oil and Gas Co., The, docket No. G-13603 

Plains Gas Farmers’ Co-operative Society of Hereford, 
Texas, docket No. CP65-163 

Shenandoah Gas Co., docket No. CP65-287 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP64-96- 

Wayland, Iowa, Town of, docket No. CP64-295 

Wetmore, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP64-177 

Wisconsin Power & Light Co., docket No. CP65-272 


INTERLOCKING DIRECTORATES, 

Sillin, Lelan F., Jr., docket No. ID-1473 
JURISDICTION. 

Indiana & Michigan Electric Co., docket No, E-7089 
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LICENSE. 
1, AMENDMENT. 


Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971 


Jersey Central Power & Light Co., i No. 2309 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 2301 


Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2330 
Norwich, City of, Department of Publie Utilities, project 


Pacific Gas & Electric Co. -» project No. 2106 - a 
Pacific Power & Light Co., 
Portland General Electric 0., project ‘No. 2195- : 
Power Authority of the State of New York, proje ct No. 2216. 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2481___- 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 814 

2. APPLICATION REQUIRED. 


South Csrolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E-7146 
3. APPLICATION WITHDRAWN. 


Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead 
Reservation, Montana, project No. 2285____-_-_..__---- 


on Tra Boyd, and Albert E. Humphreys, project 
No. 3 


4. EXxnisits. 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146-_____- 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971___1 
Lower Valley Power and Light, Inc., project No. 2168__ 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 2266 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2195____- 
Public Utility District No. 1 ‘of Douglas County, Washing- 
ton, project No, 2140. . . ..2025 002 snudous £i5-------- 
Public U tility District No. 2 of Grant County, Washington, 
project No. 2114 ee 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 2101__ 722, 837 
Tacoma, Washington, City of, project Ne S06Gui...-.. 668 
. FisH Fact.itiges. 


Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Ine., project No. 


Pacific Power & Light Co., project No: 2082____...___---- 
. HEADWATER BENEFITS. 


Chippewa and Flambeau Improvement Co., issued Febru- 
ary 8, 1965- 

Columbia River ‘Basin, ~“Headwater Benefit Dete rmination, 
docket No. E-G8S84. . - 900% 64, senna co) sever. 3 300, 907 

Empire District Electric Co., The, docket No. E-6711 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co., issued ‘February 8, 1965 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co., issued March 5, 1965. 

Southern California Edison Co., issued April lene. <- a5 

Virginia Electric & Power Co., docket No. E-6684 

- In GENERAL. 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146_- 1105 


Publie Utility District No. 1 of Douglas County, “Washing- 
ton, project No. 2149 


. Masor. 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2 

Alabama Power Co., project No 

Bangor Hydro-Electrie Co., project No. 2403_. 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
2338 


Finch, Pruyn & Co., Inc., peclect ae 2385 

Gilman Paper Co., project No. 2392 

International Paper Co., project No. 2375 

Lake Superior District Power Co., project No. 2390 
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LICENSE—Continued 
8. Masor—Continued 












Page 
New York State Electric & Gas Corp., project No. 2438_... 413 
Northern States Power Co., project Wl eC yo cus. 706 
Rumford Falls Power Co., project No. 2333_2_-..-_------ 1016 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2462_......-..- 895 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2463_..----.--. 1127 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 2357_-...---.- 526 












































Alpena Power Co., project No. 2419 


Blandin Power Co., project No, 2361_-..-------..------- 332 
Geo. A. Whiting Paper Co., project No. 2352_-....-..---- 335 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 2350. _.--.--.----.---... 337 
Glamorgan Pipe & Foundry Co. nfroieee 1 396 
Hammermill Paper Co., project No. 2374.____.-.-------- 399 
Holyoke Gas & Electric Department, City of, project No. 

WONG oo hen obese te cee cee ert eee 593 


een Superior District Power Co., preiect 3 No. 2475 
Maine Public Service Co., project No. 2 


Maine Public Service Co., project No. 3367 Sar is, og a rit ae 6 
Maine Public Service Co., project No. 2368_.__-..------- 8 
Moose Creek Ranch, Inc., project No. 2353____..-------- 1125 
Northern Virginia Power Co., project’ No. 2601. .-........ 340 
Norwich, Connecticut, City of, Department of Public Utili- 
ties, project No. Bc ed Se te 801 
Norwich, a City of, Department of Public Utili- 
ties, project ie BOOB cab bein ke LB Vaesuonen 804 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 2479__._------_---- 1308 
Pond’s Lodge, Inc., project PWG. Bees = 20 ee, cc cecwe 529 
Public Service Co. of Colorado, project No. 2275_.-.--.--- 417 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2481_... 319 
Vandelaar, Jack and Dorothy Vandelaar, d/b/a Panamint 
Springs Resort, project No. 1764____....-----.-------- 401 
10. SURRENDER. 
Merced Irrigation District, project No. 88_-..------------ 1295 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 338.2... 0......2- 942 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 1447_...--.------- 1076 
Washington Water Power ‘Co., The, project No. 204..__--- 75 
11. TRANSFER. 
Brows Co, eroiect No, B00. . oe ek os 8 ewe 845 
Jersey Central Power & Light Co., project No. 2309__-__--- 977 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., project No. 743__2._.------.--- 652 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. CoNSOLIDATION, 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-16117_....------ 885 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-211_.......--- 1260 
Superior Oil Co., The, docket No, CI65-300-.-....2------ 616 


2. EvIDENCE. 


Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket No. 
NE inc RAbls -aintansce ne Ob ae eeta<<50< 299 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
2338 


ee eee eee eee ee 


oe eee ee ee ew we wees 





3. EXAMINERS’ cite! 
Area Rate Proceeding (Southern Louisiana, Area), docket 
ee ee ae Ben samnnnliie 


Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket 
ee ke a ceacnal anand an ak tamen eine 


Indiana & Michigan Electric Co., docket No. E-7089 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDU RE—Continued 
4. HEARINGS. Page 


Alabama Electric Cooperative, Inc.,, docket No. E-7183__ 183, 1134 

Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket ‘No. G-16117 885 

Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-16401 

Carolina Pipeline Co., docket No, RP63-—4 

Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., The, docket No. E-7125___- 

Detroit Edison Co., The, docket No. E-7206 

Florida Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7 210- 

Michigan Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E- 

Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RPOI_ aaa 

Montana Power Co., The, project No. 5 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP61-8- 

Superior Oil Co., The, docket No. CI65-300 

Vanceburg Electric Light, Heat and Power System, docket 
_No. E- 7184 


\. In GENERAL. 


Alabama Electrie Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-7183__ 586, = 

Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. C162-1544 

Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1, Statement of 
Commissioner Black 

Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket 


Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-16401 

Carolina Pipeline Co., docket No. RP63-—4 

Eastern Maine Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket 
DI le he Sees ge keer ait eee iad 


Jupiter Corp., The, 

National Power Survey tudes maviony Committee On 
Underground Transmission, Order Establishing, issued 
May 10, 1965 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP65— 
50 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—17485 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-255 (Phase 
II 


Order Amending Order Nos. 289 and 290, docket No. R-232_ 
Order No. 292, docket No. R-269........ 5th lsL lh eek 
Order No. 293, docket No. R-263 
Order No. 294, docket No. R-270 
Order No. 2! 
Order No, 295, docket No. 
No. 296, docket No. 
No. 297, docket No. 
No. 298, docket No. 
No. 299, docket No. 
. 300, docket No. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co, docket No. CI65—858__-_- 
Sands, Caroline Hunt, and Loyd B. Sands, docket No. 


Superior Oil Co., The, docket No. CI65-300 
Texas Gas Utilities Co., docket No. CP62-288 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP64— 
270 
6. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 
St. Michaels Utilities Commission, docket No. E-7114 
7. INTERVENTION. 
Alabama Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-7183_... 588 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 2407 71 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Ine., project No. 
2338 714, 891, a 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDU RE—Continued 
7. INTERVENTION—Continued Page 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP65-70_ 669 
Vanceburg {Electric Light, Heat and Power eyPtea, docket 
_ No. Sal 654 
142 
8. INVESTIGATION. 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., docket. No. E-7125 109 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP64—294_____ 281 
Florida Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7210 328 
Michigan Gas and ‘lectric Co., docket No. E-7222____ 954 
Natural oe Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP SS 5-50_ 666 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-267____ 421 
Texaco Inc., docket No. SIE enka tiPsemscolideite Tin —: 
9. Morrons. 


Alabama Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-7183__ 183, 586 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 
AR61-1 
Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-An: idarko Are: a), docket 
No. AR64-1 
Columbian Carbon Co., docket ‘No: G-176l....-)..---... 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., praject No. 
2338... . .-. 964, 965 
Dorchester Gas Producing Co., docket No. G-1867] 265 
Dorchester Gas Producing Co., docket No. R1I64-749 88 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64-211._.___- ‘ 
Featherstone, Martha, docket No. CI64—591 106 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. RI65—599 . 1274 
Jupiter Corp., The, docket No. RI63-212___- 82, 204, 295, 534, 901 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. 
RP65-43_- 


Pacific Pons & light Oo. Ks ‘aaieah No. 2082 
St. Michaels Utilities Commission, docket No. E-7114___- 
Sohio Petroleum Co., docket No. G—17376 
Superior Oil Co., The, docket. No. CI165-300_ - yess 144, 615, 959 
Vanceburg Electric Light, Heat and Power ‘System, docket 
No. E-7184 
10. ORAL ARGUMENT. 


Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63—272____________- 150 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64—-255 (Phase 


11. Saidneaiinn AND Secsmnaiineiedly’ 
Alabama Electric Cooperative, Ine., docket No. E-7183___-_ 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. C162-1544 
Anti-Triggering Conditions in Certificates (Tenth Amend- 
ment to Statement of General Policy No. 61-1), docket 
No. R-273 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin Area), docket No. 


Atlantic | Refining Co., The, docket No. G-17741___________ 

Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-16401_______ 

Columbian Fuel Corp., issued March 25 5, 1965...,..- 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New Y ork, Ine., project No. 
so 714, 965 

Featherstone, Martha, docket No. CI64-591____ 1000 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-272 

Huber, Mrs. Anna, docket No. RI65-370_._. Reese Te tee 

Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-9287 

Idaho Power Co., projeet- No. 1971 

Indiana & Michigan Electric Co., docket No. E-7089______ 

Jupiter Corp., The, docket No. nip-80 . 213, 5 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-174_ 979 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDU RE—Continued 
11. REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION—Continued Page 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP65-50__ 929 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP64—255.(Phase I) __ e 
Publie Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 2481 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E-7146 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038 301 
Sun Oil Co., docket No, C]l65—427 84 
Sun Oil Co., issued March 5, 1965 421 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. CP63-222_ 818 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. Ge ee 123 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. RP65—39________....-_- 713 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61-18 304 
Vanceburg Electric Light, Heat and Powe System, docket No. 
E-7184___ 654 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., docket No. E-6684_______- 200 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2462_______- 
Wisconsin Power & Light Co., project No. 2347 
2. REMANDED PROCEEDINGS. 


Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc., project No. 
2338... ._- 


Trunkline Gas : Co. v. The a Oil Co., docket No. RI64— 


273.02-i 


3. REOPENING OF Proc EEDINGS, 


Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—16401__.._.______ 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Por project No. 


. SEVERANCE. 


Midhurst Oil Corp., docket No. G—18150 

St. Michaels Utilities Commission, docket No. E-7114 

Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G—20478 __ 
5. SHow Cause. 


Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-16117 
3. Stay ORDER. 


Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-16117 
Area Rate Proceeding (Permian Basin), docket No. AR6I-1_ 
Columbia River Basin, Headwater Benefit seneeneoetion, 
docket No. E-6384 
Virginia Electric & ais Co., , docket No. E-6684_ 
. SUBPOENA. 


Superior Oil Co., The, docket No. CI65—-300___....______- 
. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Argo, M. M., docket No. RI65—221_-___- 

Atlantic Re fining Co., The, docket No. G-9283__ 
Cities-Service Gas Co., docket No. G-18799_____ 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. RP64-9____- 

Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. RI65—-89____ 
Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc., docket No. RI61-—350__._____ 
Duquesne ec Co., docket No. E-6939 

Houston Natural Gas Production Co., docket No. R164-799- 
Marathon Oil Co., _ docket No. R164: 549 - 


Midhurst Oil Corgis 

National Fuels Corr., docket No G-20426 

Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, docket No. E-7179 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Ine., docket No. RI64—-1 

Sunray DX Oil Co., docket No. G-6822 

Tribune Oil Corp., docket No. G—4335 

Utah Power & Light Co., docket No. E~-7127 

Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-20478___ 
Water Power Project, Joint Use; docket No. R-249________ 
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PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. GRANTED. 





Page 
Coos-Curry Electric Codperative, a ., project No. 2319... 644 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 2418__..-.-____---.___- 932, 934 
Public Service Co. of New Ham shite, project No. 2470.... 521 
Water District No. 97 of King ‘ounty, Washington, project 
Se SE Ie Me ke eee le kk 1311 
Western Massachusetts Electric Co., project No. 2485___.. 408 
2. SURRENDER. 
Petersburg, Alaska, City of, project No. 2482-..u.-....-_- 1283 
PUBLIC LANDS. 
APPLICATION DENIED. 
Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 8 and Project 
No. 2273, docket No. DA-567-Idaho..-.--......------. 800 
RATES. 
1. Finincs, ScHEDULES, SERVICE AGREEMENTS, Erc. 
. Accepted. 
Alabama Electric Cooperative, Ine., docket No. E-7183___ 1134 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP65—206_______- 1045 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP65-209________ 540 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65—40- -- 306 
Cincinnati Gas & Electrie Co., The, docket No. E-7125___- 109 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. Ws aes... 1292 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP61-143________ 1065 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP64-182________ 736 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-144_______- 519 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. CP65-200________ 608 
Colton, California, City of, docket No. E-6821___.._______ 174 
Cushing Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP65-328___-_- 1194 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-332_ 2... .__ 1254 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. RP65-51- 1027 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. Teen... 343 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket oe... ..... 523 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. RP65—39____..-.-.._ 2 312 
Zenith Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-316...___--_-_- 1157 
b. Cancelled. 
Zenith Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP65-316.....______- 1137 
c. Confirmed & Approved, 
United States Department of the Interior (Bonneville Power 
Administration), docket No. E-7208_._....-..--..---.- 427 
United States Department of the Interior (Southeastern 
Power Administration), docket No. E-7002_____....___- 1284 
United States Department of the Interior (Southwestern 
Power Administration), docket No. E~7172__.2._.---.-- 217 
United States Department of the Interior (Southwestern 
Power Administration, Sam Rayburn Dam Project), 
docket No. BefZ0bo. potted) cl cscs Selec. 930 
d. Rejected. 
Sun Oil Co., issued January 6, 1965_..-.--.------..-..--- 26 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. RP65-39_.-.-....-_---- 312 
e. Required. 
Argo, M. M., docket No. RI65~221__- 2.2 uoys 22 ee 799 
Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc., docket No. RI61-—350________ 542 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-9287___._______ 19 
Marathon Oil Co., docket No. R164-549_____.____-_ Lee 637 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP65-2_... 536 
Midhurst Oil Corp., docket No. G-18150____- 2222 eee 1274 
National Fuels Corp., docket No. G—-20426____-L._L___..- 1048 
Tribune Oil Corp., docket. No. G-483520--. 220222 2 2 827 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61-18...._______ 837 
Utah Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7127____________- 314 
Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-20478_. 1212 


f. Withdrawal. 
Midhurst Oil Corp., docket No. G-18150 
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RATES—Continued 
2. IN GENERAL. 


> 


Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton-Anadarko Area), docket No. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Ameriea, docket No. RP65-50_ 
Sands, Caroline Hunt and Loyd B. Sands, docket No. RI64— 
BOG oo ge pie vs etthe de abi hilh Mad add Ld wane 
Southern Natural Gas Co. v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
docket No. RP63-7 


3. REDUCTION APPROVED. 


Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP65-46__- 


4. REFUNDS. 


Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket. No. G—9283 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. RP65-40__._______-- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. RP64-9_____- 
Humble Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G-—9287 
Marathon Oil Co., docket’No. RI64-549____.._.________- 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP65—46__- 
Midhurst Oil Corp., docket No. G—18150____.._.-_.____-- 
National Fuels Corp., docket No. G-20426_- __- 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. RP61-8_- 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. RP65-51_ 
Sunray DX Oil Co., docket No. G-6822__ 
Tribune Oil Corp. » docket No. G- 4335-———— a 


United Fuel Gas Ce 0., docket No. R P65- 39. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61-18__________- 
Warren Petroleum Corp. (Ope rator), docket No. G—20478__ 


5. SETTLEMENT. 
a. Amended. 


b. Approved. 


Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket No. G-17741 


Argo, M. M., docket No. RI65—221 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. RP64-9_______________ 

Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. RI65—89_ 

Colton, California, City of, docket No. E —6821_____ 

Consolidated Oil & Gas, Inc., docket No. RI61-350 

Georgia Power Co., docket Me, Beek 

Hawkins, H. L. & H. L. Hawkins, Jr. (Operator), docket 
No. G—18077 


Houston Natural Gas Production Co., docket No. RI64-799_ 
Ms arathon Oil Co., , docket No. R .164-— 549 


He mane 


Midhurst Oil C orp., doc ket No. (NIE Sa nae an, 
National Fuels Corp., docket No. G—20426 
Sunray DX Oil Co., docket No. G-6822 
Tribune Oil Corp., docket No. G-4335__.......-..._...-. 
Warren Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G—20478__ 


c. Rejected. 


Clegg & Hunt (Operator), docket No. RI60—405 
Featherstone, Martha, docket No. CI64—-591______________ 
Reserve Oil and Gas Co., docket No. G—18570 
Sohio Petroleum Co., docket No. G-17376 


RATE OF RETURN. 


Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038 


SECURITIES. 
1. DENIED. 


Citizens Utilities Co., docket No. E-7186 


Page 


666 


822 2 
1274 
1048 


47 
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SECURITIES—Continued 

2. ISSUANCE OF. Page 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-7209________ 718 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-7216____________-_ _- 973 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-7217____._._.____- 991 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-7194_____________----__- 76 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-7213__....___--__--_- 939 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7219____.____ 1039 
Northern States Power Co., docket No. E-7223___________ 1255 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7197____.._____- 78 

3. SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIZATION. 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-7194____...__-__-.2..-- 107 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-7213__..__..._____-_- 1029 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7129_______- cucu Se 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7197____.._____- 108 


O 





